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Abricfe Anſwer to Do&or Ferwes Booke, tending to 
reſolve Conſcience, about the Subjects taking up of Arms. 
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Here came to my band 4 Book of D. Fern, tending to reſolve Conſcienc 
in the caſe of the Subjects taking up Armes. 1 findit carryed on without 
giving any il termes, but in fam expreſſions, ſutable to a Treatiſe that 
concernes Conſcience, and the more likely to prevail with it. Onely now and 
then ſome bitternes breakes forth ; 1 ſball very briefly,yet faithfully give you the 
ſtrength of it n bere he ſpeakes right, I will acknowledge it; aud where be 
miſtahes,1 will fairly diſcuſſe and ſbem you whence the miſtakes ariſe. I confeſſe 
he bath great advantage in the ſubjeft, becauſe it 1s for the King : 1, Becauſe 
it 4 fafer to plead ſor the King, though a man miſtakes ; but if there be 4 
miſtake in leſſening the Kings right, a man endangers his ulter undoing. 2. Truth 
about this argument bath alwayes been tenderly bandled ; thoſe who have pleaded 
for the King have with courage vented themſelves tothe utmoſt ; but others bave 
been forced to be ſilent, or elſe but even to whiſper and ſpeak balfe out, leſt they 
preſently meet with (not arguments, but) 11 of aotber nature to.anſwer 
them. In which regard the power of Kings bath been raiſed to the height, and 
men have drunk in ſuch opinions of abſolute power in them, as they have beard 
confidently aſfirmed,pratiſed, and ſcen in Books, and feeled by many taxations 
and cenſures ; but whatſoever might informe them bath layne in the darke, not 
daring to appeare : Therefore well might the D. call what now people begin to 
heare,and enquire after, a new doctrine; it is an old truth hut newly diſcovering 
it Ieh; The. name of King bath taten ſuch impreſſion in the hrarts people, that 
for a while they will be prejudiced againſt whatſoever may but ſound of limiting 
hu power, or maintaining our right againſt it. 
What there is in the Epiſile that may preſudice am mansconſcience will be a 
ſwered in what follows. 
eee | Preamble to SECT, I. 


0 many good people that ue come to a ſenſt of Religion and godlineſſe, are 
8 wiſerabh vo ol away by a ſtrange implicite ſaith to helee ue — 2 is 
"ſaid or dont in the name of the Parliament, c. to be infallibly true — 
It ſeems thoſe whe have not a ſenſe of Religion, do not ſo cafily beleeve 
truth and juſtice of what is done in the name of che Parliament. This is moſt 


; fide, and of the ocher; you ſhall finde an. 

p ; ofthe one, from the lives of the other: Yea, ſo 

it is now that if a man-as heretoſore were not prophane, or looſe at leaſt , or 

zealous for ceremonies ie was accounted a Puritan; ſo now a Round-head, that 
is; in their ordinary interpretation, one for the Parliament. | 

If it be ſaid, i gion is pretended on the Parliaments fide : 

1 ir is on the other, with as loud a.cry, as the 44 la ſuch things hee 

- I ridfhave regardro humans teftiipony , part I. ſee the moſt that have 

Nee adhere, that ſide Tele except I ſce better grounds 

1 11 * then 


abvitd-Fernditty or" ſchrevapainſt I. 


che K ing hath not declared himſelfe ths. 


An, 


A briefe Anſwer | 
+6 FN 24 20: That chiy 


-bringþro-dtaw wtf y, wah 
CT ens eee oe . e I'S) 2 ,ulolur 


— is getr.: theſe ſpecialthings are conſidegable : . What. he grants. 2. whar 


we grant. 3 W ſæye N grant. He ꝑrants Lame den obedience to 5 

che King; not vneiy imrhings untawfull by the Law ot Go, hut . - 
c ſtabliſhed Law ofeche 8 wellitks is Framed; Herttofbre we 
tkis was tue general Fenct, - witatiocves'was coν! by de K King, yr 
any mer in authority, if but by\a relate, except it were againft 

were bound to obey it; any ching that w not ſinn : mut be Ided to ara thine 

ſor — ſake; The Din thisis ingemid us; he confefiert! that not vneſy 
Gods Law, but mans Law limus Kings poet: This is a great caſe to many mens 
conſtienctsro-knowſo much. 

And further , if quis be tiue, that all choſe Seriprurcs' that urge obedicnce'ts 
Kings and men in authority, muſt be under ſl od widr this limitation, cht is, 
if they command according to the Laws of God, and accordieg wo the Laws of 

the counirey over which th 

1. Hefayes, In pom of r refitencewe grant it muſt br in ſuch a caſe where There 
are Oranes ordines regni conſentientes, an — nt of the tm Houſes. 

There is no'derertftination-thar the great rt preſinr of eicher Hauſe a- 

upon, but d as ruly valid ain bas chers were an unanimous con- 

ſent of them boch. It is ſa in af bodies where: things are carried by vote. 

2. He ſay es, e yeeld it maſt: be a meere defenſive reſiſt ance. 

liche King mould ſend any to miſchiefe us to lay, vr muſt onely defend our 
ſelves ſo as otto otfend them, is a contradictionʒ as for the Kings perſony is it 
not che proſeſſiom of che Parl. to defend wrherefore we neege not dil pute now. 


3. Heaps; mk AN I gu, That the Printe maſt 2 be bent if over- 

throw Religion, Liberties and Laws rr wil not aeſcha . big '#uſt,befo; e there 
be 16 anot. 

y this he would inſinuate that our Arms taken up ate unlawfüll , becaliſe 


What need we be pareo inde n in the eaftirehand) 

a Kingdowfreing: it ſelf in ien . che lber 

of ir may ſtund up to de fond ir ſelf D ainft it in 
che name ofthe K ing: This is ou — s agaln any thing 


bur this, he fights with bis on ſhadow 


It this beeaſc-as a echo ghen eat part of this Boch been if im 
pertinent to cho buſmbene 


. { Fox bee 
raiſe d nes OBEY IO ave ation eig. | 


He ftrengrh of this Sc, and 5 If the book ,is e of 5 
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13. andim this place I-bokeeve the 1 
chat he is uerly miſtaken in the ſenſe of chat pla, 
The Apoſtie ſayes exprefly,» 2 75 Nei 
Bur hedeth not & ve 
danmation; but hey OWE 
io the with of cho hight men, but to the bi 


= 
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7. DiBetnexBocks) 
of diKerence berweene theſerwo:The higher power, that is chat authority that God & 
man harh ꝓut upon ſuch a man, it is boot dns wig hat muſt be ſub) Vente not 
refiſted:We proſeſſe againſt reſiſting power, authority, though abuſed: If thoſe who 
have power to make Laws, ſhall make Aacull Laws, and ſo give authority to any to 
force obodicnce;we ſay here there muſt either be flying or paſhyeobedlience;bur if one 

. chat is in authority command our of his own will, and not by Law I reſiſt no power ao 

authority at all, if I neither actively nor paſſively obey, no I do not ſo much as reſiſt 

4 abuſed authority. This may ſeeme, ſtrange at the firſt;bur it᷑ you thinke of ic, you will 
beleeve it. The'Duthinkes che anſwer to this place is onely from the limitation of the 
ſon, or the cauſe of reſiſting, as if we held that no particular men upon any cauſe, 
— States may reſiſt apon ſuch and-/firch cauſes; whereas we doe not anſwer fo, but we 
diſtinguiſh berweene the man chat hath the-p>wer,and the power of that man, and ſay, 
although the power rrurſt not be refiſted according to the letter, and rhe ſenſe of the 
Text, yet the illegall will anÞwayes of the man may be reſiſted, wichout the le. ſt 
—— — Text. But we hall meete withthis Scripture again and again, 

follow it wich anſwers accordingly. 

He comet to examples, as firſt, the peoples reſcuing of Jonathan ſrom Saul. He ſcyes, 
the people were in Army already and did but uſe u loving violence. 

This example is onely brought to prove that Subjects may withſtand — com- 
mands of Kings, and no tuxther, and that it plainly proves; ny he fayes, It is 4 l- Anſ, 
wing wlence. Well then, it is a violence; Werne that che Kings command ſhall 
not be fultil led, yea th bee adds an oath to it. It was indetce a Toving violence to 
Junathan, ſo is all the violence that the Parliament offers, a loving violence to the 
K ingdome 75 and there. is true love to the King too in it. The King hath nor yet ſvotn 
that he Will have ſuch things as the Parl. will not ſafter, ſo as to come to out cogni- 
fance; but Saul ſwore that he would have ſuch a thing done ,an4 yet the people wauld 
not ſuffer it to be done, and yet you dare not blame them for this, nay you, cotnumend 
them for it. | . F 
| The ſecond example is, David reſiſting Saul, the D. ſayes, It was to ſave bis per- x Sam. 

Jon from Cut-throats, © 
And is nor dur Arti to fave Parl. & people from Cur-throats? 
2. He ſayes, David did no act of boſtelity,but only defendei bimſelfe. 
David had no authority over any that followed Saul, for he was then a private manʒ Auf 0 
bur our Parl. hach authority over Delinquerts chat follow the King. , 
2. David was loath indeede to venture upon a pitch battall, ot to cxaſperace S auf 
or his Subjects, becauſe his ſtrength was weake, 600. to a King, therefore he flies up 
and dene and takes not every advamage, chat if ic were potſible. he might gaine fa- 
* your in the eyes of Saul and his Subject: but if chey had 'falne upon him, and his 
| power hadb-cne equall to theirs, who knowes whar he would have done 7 but we axe 
| ſure as it is, it is defenſive, andthat is all it i to prove thut. Suhjects may take up Aru 
ö to deſend theme lycs apainſt the injuſtice of their Kings. | f 
. For that exampl:of David at Keilah all the auſwer to that is, that it ic an uti x S 
tam ſuppoſition. a "2 
by. Burexamine the plaer you hall finde it as certain as a Tuppoſition can be ; It ap- 1 


1 Sam. 


A 
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peares Plainly thar David had ſome expectation chat che men of Reil ab would have 
ſtood tg him and kept off $a! 9 8 ainſt him, and it ex would, it & appa- 
: Pewr/thar David would ha 22 It though Sail had come agaiuſt 
him, la the Text it is as plain, as this: Suppoſe the King were uecre Hull going a- 
A 2 : gainſt 


againſt Sir 7.Hotbam and Sir I. Hotham ſhould ſeck to make ſure of the men ofHu/ 
and enquire whether they would deliver him or not if the King came, and he mould 
come to know that certainly they would, and upon that very ground flies away, is this 
now an uncertaine ſuppoſition that Sir John Hotham would willingly have the Town 
ſtand to him, and if they would ſtand to him he would tay there and defend himielſe 
againft the Kings forces? 

His laft anſwer to Davids example is, that bis example was extraodinary becauſe 
be was anointed tobe King after Saul. 

But yet forthe preſent he was a private man, although God had beſtowed ſomthing 
extraordinary upon him more then upon other men; bur it fullows not therefore that 
inthis caſe he had an extranrdinary power io reſiſt the Prince: Prince Cbarls hath no 
more power to reſiſt his Father then the Parliament hath. 

For the example of Elijba uſing the Kings meſſenger rough y, that came to take away 
his bead, be ſayes it ſayes little to the queſtion in band. 

Yet he grants as much as it is brought for, chat defence is lawful againſt ſudden and 
illegall aflauks of Mcflengers ſent by = King; if againſt ſudden , why not againſt 
deliberate and plo:tcd > for, chey are worſe : This is one end of the raifing of the Al- 
my, to prevent ſuch aflaules;If it be lawful to be done by violence by 2. or 3. when the 
metlenger is but one, then it may be done by 2. or 3000.whenthe meſſengers are 1000. 

For the example of the Prieſts thruſting out the leprous King. 

That which this is t to prove, * much, That chere may be ſuch unclean- 
_ = a ** may cauſe Subjects lawfully to refiſt him, when he would doe a 
wicked act. 

The Doctor ſayes, Firſt Gods hand was upon him. 

So when God ſhall leave'a King to ſome Horrible way of evil, certainly Gods hand 
is upon him then. 

He anſwers, But be haſted to goe out bimſelfe. 

But the Scripture tels us, the Prieſts likewiſe thruſt him out; they would not ſuffer 
him to be in the Temple. ‚ 

; The next thing in the Se ct. is, a fimilitude from the naturall body: Though « wember 
may defend it ſelfe agamſt outward violence, yet no member muſt be ſet againſt the 
bead, for that tends to the diſſolution of the whole. 

If the ſimilitude may be followed,we ſay, that ſome members are as neceflary to the 
life ot the head. as the head is neceſlary to the life of thoſe members. 

2. A Kingdome may ſometimes have one head, ſometimes another, but ſe cannot a 
naturall body. 
over us, but generall reſiſtance by Arms (be ſaith) doth. + 4 

5 in and regulate order and there may be as little injuſtice on the 
one fide as the other. 


| But the caſe u not as Eliſbaes, for. the King profeſſeth be wil uſe no violence, md we 
cannot know bis beart. 

But that example of Eliſba is brought to prove the lawfulnes of uſing force againſt 
Kings in uſing violence: and what vidence hanh been already uſed, che world knows. 
— 10. He comes to Scriptures, denying reſiſtance : let us ſee what full Scriprures 

© are. 
Ki, firſt is, Nam. 16. 1. t. The confpiracie of Corab and bis company. againſt Meſes 
Aaron. 
It is ſtrange chat this example muſt be paralleld with our Parl. taking up Arms: Was 
ou ety ld. - 


. D.Fernes Books, 


ir not a moſt unjuſt and vile conſpiracie, meerly out of the pride of malicious ſpirits ? 
Can the D. or any man think that in juſtifying Arms in ſom: caſe, we juſtiſie all villa- 
nous conſpiracics and out-rages ? 2 | 

Beſides, chis place condemns riſing up againſt the Prieſt,as well as the King. Yea cer- 
tainly, if they had riſen againſt the meaneſt office r that God had appoimed in Church 
or Common-wealch, as here they did againſt Moſes & Aaron, it would have bin a very 
haineus oftence;Yea if Moſes hiraſelf ſhould have thus riſen againt any Officer ap- 
pointed by God, it had bin a vile fin in him;qherefore this proves no more againſt ſub- 
jects reſiſting Princes, then Princes reſiſting ſubjeRs,or one ſubject reſiſting another. 

Further we do not riſe againſt His Ma jeſty, as they roſe up againſt Moſes & Aaron; 
we defire not chat he ſhould have leſſe power then God & the Laws have given him, 
but we would preſerve this indim, and keep oft the ſtroke of any further power, ſo that 
we nced not for this ching ſo much as exanune the cauſe upon which they roſe Whether 
it were ſuppoſed or not, tor the caſe is far differing in the end of the riſing, 

Bat Corah and bis company ſuppoſed the cauſe ſuſſicient. 

Suppoſed cauſes for any thing 7 not enough; now we are not examining the truth An 
of the cauſe of taking up Alus, but whether they may not be taken up by the Subject 
* the mind of the King for any caule, 

el our conſciences need not be much ſcrupled from this Scrip ure: Let us examine 
the reſt he bi ings. 

The ſecond is, 1 Sam. 3. 1 1, 1 8. where the oppreſſion of the Ring is mentioned, and no 
means of help mentioned but crying to the Lord. | f 

Is che bare relation of the oppreſſion gt a King without mention in that place of any An 
means of help, but crying to (30d,a ſufficient proof that though Kings oppreſle never 
ſo much, yet chere is no help? Suppoſe I bring a place o Scripture,where there is a re- 
lation of Subjects riſing up ina wicked way againſt their Prince, & in that place there 
is no other help mentioned, but only the Prince committed this to God, & God reven- 

it, can there be drawn from thence an argument, chat wh:n Subjects riſe againſt 
rinces that they have no other help againſt them, tut commirting the c:uſe to God ? 
We need not go far for a —— in this kind, the very place the D. brought before 
wil do it; VuR. 15. when co ab and his company roſe againſt Moſes , we there read of 
no other hel P tharMoſes uſed but he committed the thing to God, & God revenged it. 
But you wil ſay, yet there are other places that ſhew that Princes may make uſe of o- 
ther help. f 

So — is for Subjects to make uſe of other helps againſt the oppreſſion of their 4 
Princes,many —— have been mentioned formerly and cleered. 

Further ,belides this we anſwer that ihe power of all Kings is not alike, iris no _ 
ment becauſe one King hath ſuch and ſuch power ,theretore all muſt needs have, The 
powerof Kings is limited or enlarged by the ſeverall Laws of ſeverall Countries: 

Let us ſee what the third Scripture ſayes, for yet our conſciences are not ſcrupled, it 
is Numb. 10. That the people might not go to war but by order from him that bad the 
power of the Trumpet. | 

Becauſe there was a poſitive order ĩhere ihat Aſoſes muſt make trumpeis and thus 4 
uſe them; Doth it follow that this muſt be ſo every wh-re}you may by as true a con- 
ſequence urge the neceſſity of ſilver trumpets,and that rhe Prieſt· i hould blow them, 
as well as the former: The conſequence would be full as good. No King can uſe Trum- 
pets in war but by the blowing of the Prieſts, for ir is commandedthere , as that no 

ple can goto war till the Magiſtrates uſe the Trumpets, becauſe it is ſo ordered 
z we know the Law is judiciall, and for thoſe judiciall Laws the equity __ no 
| A 3 er 


Aid. a 


furcher chen according to rules of de and juſtice, every ecuntrey ſhall ſee be 
boofefull tor their — Beides ieh s Aid binde, ien it were a ſinne ſor an Ad 
to paſle to put the Mil uia for any time into any other hands, for. certainly it -avght 
not then be dans, no, not with Moſes and Aa uns conſent. | | 

The next Scripture is, t Sam. 26. 9. ij ho can ſi etch aut has hand againſt the Lords 
Anomted and be guiltleſſe? 

Why doth the D. ſpcake of ſtrerching forth the hand againſt the Lords Anointed 2 
who cndcavours it? doth not the Parliament profeſſe the dofeuce of the Kings Perſon? 
2. Doctor #4lct-upon chis place gives you this Aer, That indeed it is not lawtull 
for a private man to lay hands, no not upon a tyrant ; for n is not Jawtull for 4 

ivate man to kill a thiefe ot a murderer, much lelle a Magiſtrate, a Prince. But 
f-condl \ hetels usof ſame that have laid hands upon a King, and yet have been 
— Ebud upon glen King of Moab:chereſore from that Scripture there can- 
not be a generall Propoſition drawn, chat no man in any caſe may ſtretch forth his 
hand againſt a King. Yea Doctor Millet anſwers in the third place, that yet Tyrants 
and wicked Governours may be removed by che whole Stare. He indeed linuts this, and 
ſayes, it muſt be undcrſtocd of ſuch K ingdomes as goc by election, s in Polonia, and 
gives this reaſon, From whom * receive their authority, by them may they be cog» 
ſtrained in keep within bounds. This it ſeems was. gnad Divinity in thoſe dayes. This 
diſtinction he uſed, to deliver the opinion from oppolition in England; but if the di- 
ſtinction be examined, there will appeare little ft in i: We doe not find that 
D.rillet was ever reproved, or his writings cenſured for chis thing. 

Concerning that reſtriction of his to Kingdgmes by election, we ſhall, when wee 
come toſhew trom whence all Kings have their power, fee, chat if it proves true of 
chem, it will prove true of others; for the foundation af all power that ſuch and ſuch . 
men have over chen, will be tound either from-cleRtion ot covenant, which Will 
come to all ane. 

D. Ferne proceeds thus, I the King had come into the battel his perſon might hate 
been hurt as well as any. : 

This had been but accidentally ; Ia father ſhould volumarily goe into the Army of 
the — 2 —5 i ide is in — and the child in diſchar- 

u enemy 1h his father being chere, eſpeciallyhc being deſired & 
Radial by any meanes nut to — there, but to withdraw — doch che chill con- 
tract guilt in ſuch a caſe > 

Hs next Arꝑument from Scripture is, That the P rophet veprebending the Kings of 
Iſrael _ Jad ah for Idalatry and oppreſſion none ever called upon therpeaple for 'this 
duty ef reſiſtance. : b 

Firſt, There is much difference berweene Kings now, and the Kings: The people 
then did neither give them their power, nor l. mit their power; They doe both now when 
firſt they are ſet up. 1 25 

Sccondly, it thisbe a gaod argument, that becauſe when Kings opproſſed, the pro- 
phet did not cal upon p ople fat teſiſtance, thetefore allreſiſtance in anyealc isuntawful; 
chen, if when people have refifted, & caft oft theGovernment of theirKing the Pro- 

have not reprovod them for it; then it is. lawfull for people in ſome caſe to re- 

it. Hethat will — to his on reaſon, muſt acknowledęe thore is par ri. If 
the Prophets exhorted nt to reſiſtance, then there may be no refiftance, layes the De 
ctor : Then if hen there is reſiſtanceqthe Prophets rebuke-nor , then 
there may with as good reaſon be reſiſtance, ſay I. . | | 

When the ten Tribes caſt off the Governmem of Reboboam for . 
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To D.Ferhes Books. « 4 
i? his vn Cavaliers about him;ratfiet then to his ancient grave counſe/: | 

th Pragies Gwe erin the tex for what did,bur — wo 
rake their parts, I King 512.24.Keturn every Wan to hu thy thing is frommee: © 
3 5 the D. comes to bis great plane again, Rom. 13. which be ſayes be will free from 
exceprions. ; 

Nay, bate me an Ace of chat. The truth is, he vever ſo much as nientions, nor 4y 
dune ot the grear exception, which duly confidered,will clear the Text to be nothing 
to lia purpoſe. 

Pirſt be ſuppoſes that the Ning ir the ſuprcam, as Peter calls him, or the higher pom - 
er,as here. 

1. It in rue; Peter cals the Ki Swpreame, bat in the ſame place he is made an or- Fg 
dinance of an, and therefore w be limited by man. He may be the chiefe man in au- 

ity ;and-yer limited in chat arthority ; he is ſupreartie, but not abſolute; We 
thay che'Homſes rf Parliament, and we all, are ds · Subjecłs, bit not Subjects ro his 
ill bat to tharx power of his that Law gives him. 

. He tabes for granted the King is the hipher power. Here obſcrye his miſtake. 
Let it be granted iat che King hath the higheſt power, yer whac propricty of ſpeech is 
it to ſay tharhe is the higheſt power > It s proper te God to ſay that he is Power in 
the abſttact. h | 

Well, The Ning hath the bigheſt power, and we muſt be ſubject tothis power of bis, 
and not reſiſt it. Who denies all this? When all chis is granted the D. tit got nothing 
at all; for if we reſiſt not that power which Lav hath given him, we do not reſiſt the 
higher power akhough e do not do nor ſufter what hee would have us to do or ſuffer, 

Then te'reaſans from tie per ſou whoſocve/, even ſoule.There was then ayes he, the | 
Senate, ee. 

Bus whar power the Senate ha for the preſent upon agreement, or how much of A» 
their power was-nowgivenupts cho E uperout᷑ by agreement, he thews not; and if he 
ſhews na this, he ſayes nathing. ns, 

Then he tels us of the canſe c hriſtiaus had to refsft, becauſe their Emperours were e- 
»cmies-t0 Religion, and had ove; he Laws and liberties. 

Tothe fir we acknowledge we muſt not refiſt for Religion; if the Laws of the An. 
Lande againt/ir, we muſbonher ſuffer or ſcelerocrtjoy out Religion in che uttermoſt 
pates ot d earth, rather then reſiſt. 

Fer che Emperors ſubverting Laws and Liberrics he muſt prove that the people & 
Senate had not given abſolute power to them for the preſent, ſor the preventing furcher 
evils they. ob elſe it reacherh not our cafe, for we kriow our people and Senate 
have not given any ſuch —— — We muſt not be put co prove 2575 had, ſor ĩt 
is his argumem therefore if he WHmakt ir good, he muſt prove they had nor. And yet 
fuppoſe they had not, if we ſhould gore the D. in that thing, yet theArgumene would' 
be but weak : for the Apoſtierequires them nox io tefift them power, their ui: hee 
doth not chargs them not to refAfFthelt tyrannie. Cettai could have no power 
but that which was given chem by ſome agreement;if they challenged further, it was no 
authority at/al ſuck kind of ty?anivieas icy would aflume to rhetiſclves, the Apoſtle 
forbids not the refiſtance of in — — ITE : 

-As for that he ſome affivm't bat p Hbitien was tem er them main 
tain — — ofthe D Treas de pretüt den l ſtanding rule. 
2 | EI fayes ſomt mike that' they refift nor the power, but 
t power. | ; via 
. ic is net ref ſting abuſed power, for it is ref ſting no power at all, Abuſed” 

e power... 
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A briefe Anſwer. . \ f 
wer is che ill uſe of what is given to men; but the ill uſe of what was never given to 
— more then to any other, i abuſe of theit wils,bur not abuſe of their power. | By 
Power I do not mican Strerigth bur Authority. \ 230510 
Further, he ſayes, I heſe Emperours ruled abſolutely therefore upon thatground men 
might re ſiſt, if for any thing. 

1. Although th: Emperors might uſe ſome force to bring themſelves to an abſolute 
power yet whether the people were not brought to conſent to prevent farther danger, 
that muſt be diſproved,when our caſe ever fals, ſo as we ſhall be brought to conſent to 
an abſoluce E be out of frare (which God forbid) then this argument 
will concerne us, but not before. 

2. What they got and held meerly by force without any conſent and agreement, was 
no power, no authority at all but might be reliſted, nowithſtanding that prohibition, 

The laſt thing in that Sect᷑. is, whereas we ſay that our Religion is eſtabliſbed by Law, 
theirs was not: He anſwers > things. 1. Shall the prohibition be good 7 Chriſtians 
under Emperors perſecuting Religion, & not againſt Subjects enjoying their Religion ? 

If thoſe who have powerto Laws ſhould prove ſo wicked as to make wicked 
Laws againft Religion, yet I am rather bound to paiſive obedience in chat caſe,then if 
men never ſo good ſhould command —— their own will, and not according to 
Law ; for there is an authority in the one, hough abuſed, bur none at all in the other. 

His ſecond anſwer is, This prohibition did not concern Chriſtians only, but all people 
under the Emperour, 

As before, I. we know nat bur theſe people had given uptheir right. 2. If chey had not, 
that prohibition doth not reach them in thoſe things wherein they had not. 

Thus his Scrip:ures are anſwered, and I profeſſe I have nor anſwered from a hu- 
mour of ſecking to overcome in a diſpute, to put gloſſes upon the one fide, or to ſeck 
evaſions from the ſtrength of the other, but as inthe preſence of God to find out truth, 
and tolarlic Conlcience thar hath e doe with God. ina ſpeciall manner. 

» TI Hh 7 

1 firſt Sect. is ſpent about the original of the power of Kings. 

He firſt contends that the power is from God, and that he needs not contend for, 
we grant that the 2 not only of Kings,bur of all Lawfull authority is Gods Ordi- 

and ſuch men ſhould have this power, and bow much. of this power 

ſhould be put upon this man, and how much upon that,chax is from man. Hence it is ve- 
ry obſervable when the Apoſtle ſpeaks of the power, Rom. I 3. he ſayes, it is of God ut 
when Peter ſpꝛaks of the men upon whom chat power is put, w Kings or. thoſe 
ſent by him, he ſayes,that is a hummue ardinance, 1 Pet. 2. 13. yea, abumane creation, o 
the words are, a y@ww@irn xJiox. Yea the D. grants this, chat though the power be from 
God, yet the d. ſigning the perſon to bear chat power, yea, andthe qualification and li- 
mũtat ion is from men by the Laws made wich conſent, 

The 5 Magiſtrate is called the Miniſter of God, Rom. 13. 90 

We acknowledg hin ſo,he is alſo ſaid in the ſame place, to miniſter for thy good. 

have ſaid, Te are Gods, . 

This is true of 1nferiour Magiſtrates as well as ſuperiour, and yet none will ſay, but 
inferrs may be reſiſted. 

At concluſion is in this S ect. that rhough the power be of Cod, yer the petſon de- 
ſigned, and the qualification of power in ſeveral forms of government, & limitation of 
thas,is by the laws of men: This is as much as we deſire. go no further then the 
deſignation of the perſon to be from but the D.is more far, he ſayes the ifica-' 
tion is from man alſo, If ſo, mark hat fe then no man can have any of 
power, but according as he. is deſigned to it qualified for it, limited in it by men, what- 
Dever che name be by which youcall him Emperor, King Prince. Duke. Lon | 


- — 
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N Sem IV. | | 
His Se. is abom the power of people to te- aſſume what power they have 
con apon Magiſtcates, although Gods — — 
He argues thus, 7f the per be Gods, thenpeopie cannot re · aſſume. = 
1 * eden > tres power to an inferior Magiſttate, the power that this Magi · &£9f. 
Arato harh is likewiſe from God, for ſo he Scripture fayes, Nm. 13. A power ie 


a from God : may not this power be re. aſſumed therefore > Let none put this off, 
with ſaying, Bat people are not above Kings, as Kings — erior 'Magi- 
firates, for char is norhing to che argument. argument that he makes is this, 

If the power be of God it cannot be-re-affurned : Nom the anſwer is, That the 

power of irifcrionur: Megiſtraces is of God, ani yet itenay be re-aflamed, therefore 

Further, a feryantby ſtipul ation makes a man his Maſter, who was not before: 

No the poer of the Maſter is Gods, may he therefore never PI that 

ö power ? Seryancs muſt ſerve Chriſt in ſerving the ir Maſters, as truely as Subject 

muſt obey God in obeying their Prince. and Teachers have a culing and a 

ä power is Gods, may it therefore never be taken wax 

theur? 


= ſecond Argument is, Ve cannot recall what i oncegiarn, as in thing de- 
vo Tk Mary: 1 
. Ther en never bo proved, thatatliing denoted to a religious uſe , can never 
lawfully be imployed to no other. This agroundleſie:conceir, becaute he bri 
no provfs for it, Eaten facilitate ve ſicitur, qua aſſeritur. Bur this that we 
of is a civill thing, And for Kings, that tbe power they haue may not be taten a- 
2 0 e Lords — — & upon _ : 
the hand and is upon Captains i Fo 
t erubbabel are called T be anointed ones. Prophets, Pricfts have Gods hand and Of. 
k oyle upon them, and cannot the power for nocauſe be taken from theſe ? And yet 
how confidetttly dorh-theman conclude, This will not a true informed conſeience 
Ware te doc. Certainly notwithſtanding all the information in this argument, he 
may doe it. b — : 
ut be proceednuHow can conſcience be ſati efiedgthat this their groun- 


| from Anf. 
che King that Law hath given him. ; | 

2. Howlſoever, the point of inheritance or conqueſt cannot hinder ; For firſt, 
none inherits bur that which his Prugenitors had, & his Progenitors had no m 


originally then by cunſent was gi TP 
by inheritance e 


thar onely ſettles former ight, or males ay to ſome farther agreement to adde to, 
ght comes not from poet to conquer, or act of canque 


ring, but from ſome- 1123 conlequent, 

"He further argues, It i 4ndeedbat Kings mere at firſt by choice berg, 

#5 elſembere; bat con tence reſt pon fuch ex far ef ane. 

— Vet election wi give Princes that do not claime by irt 
1. Is it but a remote probabilitie that were here firſt by ele ddion > I de- A. 

mand, whae firftinveſted ſuch a Family with Regall » mare then anerher ? a 


- 4, 1 - it, 


hat was former. The ri 


.as 


Anf 


An. 
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or taken by force: there is no qudrthm. Twas not the firſt, and to ſay the third is 
the right, is an extream wrokg to _— meer force can give right, then who» 
ſoever is moſt forcible hath right; it muſſ therefore be ſomething elſe 2-what can 
that be but the conſent of people to ſach a family ? which is in effect all one with 
election. You may give it what name you will, it is not therefore a remore pro- 
babilirie , but a neere certaintie, that eyen here Kings were at firſt either by 


choice, or by that which in eſfoct is all one. 


The r (ayes, that Kings of England doe not claime their right by election. 

It may be they uſe not that word ; but if the Doctor ſhall preſume to diſpute 
their claime for them, and think to get a better and ſurer claime then the — 
ment of E the ** ſhall be in ſuch a family, ſurely he will have 
no thanks for his labour. Let him take heed of this. - Although he is pleaſed to 
call Election « ſender pra, yet L beleeye he cannot bring a ſtronger. 
£ He i at bis place in Rom 13. agdine , with the abſolute Monarchy of Roman 

wperours. | 

his hath been anſwered againe and againe. 

T be next thing be diſcuſſes i the covenant the King enters inte, and the oath 
be takes. And bere be telt in our Kings are Kings before they enter into the Cove · 
nut, or take th Oath; * Wars N em a 

f Although they be Kings before they perſonally do covenant or ſweare, yet their 
right comes in by theit Progetiitors, who had their right conferred upon them by 
ſome agreement or other: ſo that they have covenanted in them. : 

But thi; clauſe in the covenent or oath is not expreſſed, that in caſe he willnot 
diſcharge bi truſt, it ſhall he lam full to reſiſt, 

We do net ſtand ſo much upon the oath that every King takes, as upon the ori- 
ginall agteement between people &'King, whereby this power wascouferred firſt 
upon ſuch a family, and for that we ſay that no more power was conferred then 
was done by vertue of that agreement; and why. there ſhould not be the ſame · rea- 
ſon in the Covenant between 2 Countrey and a Family in matters of: ſo high a 
2 as there is in other Covenants amongſt men, let the Doctor ſhew, ot any 

or him. : 4 4.@ 
The Doctor confi ſſeth, Pape 16. linc 21, Tbat Lawes are ſor the reſt mint of 
thepower of Princes. N * thay 

But at length after the diſcuſſion of the buſineſſe, he tels you that to argue any 
Forfeiture of power by breaking Nis Covenant, is an inconſeque at argume nt. You 
muſt belet ve him, becauſe he (ayes ſo: If his bare' word will not fatisfie you, you 
ire lie to have nothing ele: 

Vet we would have fim and all know, that we do not think that xvery breach of 
—— and not performante of covenant iuevery thing, makes a forfeiture i this 

ndeed were à da us conſent. But the queſtion is, Whether no breach of 
Covenant may poſſibly in any caſt make a fotteiture > We confeflt our ſelyes not 
willing to diſpute this too fare. . 

He Na ſcemes to grant tha there may be ſome force in the argument in 
Frabet eleffive and patNondll, but not in ub Ning dee. 

I che ground of all power that one man Rath over another in Gill Govern- 
ment, be ſome kinde of election explici te on imylicite or ſome kind of agreement 
at the firſt, ler the Doctor ſhe hom th Kingdoime is freed, 

But w»hat if tbe king will nor keepe to bir agreement, may the Subject doe no- 
ibing ? The Dc Anfwers,Tes,they may uſe fdire means by Petitions and they may 
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To what purpoſe ate Subſidies and ayds-denyed, if the King hath power to take 
dur eſtates when he pleaſeth, and there muſt be — = | | 
T bough this he ſayes may ſetme unreaſonable to people, and very impolitique- to 
the State ſeman, yet plain Scripture and reaſon forbids it. # 
But this Scriprure and reaſon lies hid from us as yet, we have examined them as 
they haye come, and we have found plain miſtakes inthe alledging them. 


n! S8 r. V. 
His gectiom is ſpent in the argument of meanes of ſafety toa Kingdome in caſe 
| the King ſhould tyrannixe; if they might not reſiſt, it ſeemes God hath left 
them deflicure of all helpe, they muſt needs periſh. 

To this he firſt anſwers, That is the ſame argument thatis uſed for the Popes car. 
bing of, or depoſing Princes incaſe of Hereſie, otherwiſe the Church hath no meanes 
to pre ſerve it ſelfe. | 

The good of a Church is ſpirituall, nd God hath given it ſpirituall means enough . 
to preſerve its ſpiri tuall good, although there be no ſuch power of the P 
Princes, and we know the Church was preſeryed and flouriſh:d in Sal be 
when there was neither nor Prince to preſerve it. 

But the good of a Kingdom iscivill and naturall, therefore it muſt have civill and 
naturall meanes to preſerve it ſelfe by in caſe of danger. Hence then although it be 
no argument that Popes may by power of Armes curb Kings, and becauſe elſe the 
good of the Church cannot be preſeryed, yet it may be a good argument the people 
may in ſome caſe take up Arms to defend themſelves againſt violence, although the 
King gives not his conſent, becauſe otherwiſe the civill and naturall good of men in 
a Kingdome cannot be preſerved. | | 

The ſecond thing be ſayet is, W hat meanes of ſafety had the ¶ Briſt ant in and 
after the Apoſtles times: ' 64 | | 

God called them then to ſuffer; for they were not the State; though many parti · 

cular men that are not a State, may eaſily be * into ſuch a condition as they 
have no meanes for ſafety, but they muſt needs ſuffer; and ſo many States, when the 
externall violence is roo ſtrong for them; but when God and nature gives them 
meanes of deliverance, there is no neceſſitie they ſhould periſh, When the r diſ- 
proyes reſiſtance better, wee will cither fly or ſuffer. | 

As for the Chriſtians hy they could not reſiſt, the Dr. of areaſon that he 
ſeemes to be ſatisſied in, becauſe things were ſo enacted by Law, there fore they could 
not refſtztherefore he leaves their example, as invalid in our caſe, and ſo it were well 
that eyery one elſe would leave of urging, that we may never heare of the example. 
of the Chriſtians in the primitive times applyed to our caſe more: For though it 
ſeems to be ſomething at firſt view, yet it is nothing when it is examined. | 

Zut thenſhe ſayes; The Edifs that concerned ot bert were Arbitrary, 


over 
autie 


To this the Anſwer hath been already, either the people then gave up their whole 4 
right to their Emperouts, - which we have not done to our Kings, or otherwiſe the y 
were not bound to their Arbitrary government, but might have celiſted for their 
on proſeryations.: -  . | | 7 ws | 
. But i Parliament t ſhould degenerate and grow tyranniaal, what meanes of ſafe- 
tx could there he for a Sam. > wn, DIRE lee 
I confeſſe the condition of ſuch a State would be very and like to come 4 
to confuſion; parricular men could not help themſelyes, and the whole State ought 
to ſulfer much it nen eee, but * — 
6K * u © 


nf. 


* though the Kung ſhould have power of a negative 
graces. | 


A brieft Anſwer 


ſuppoſe a Parliament ſo far todegenerate, as they ſhould all confpire rogerher with the 


King to deſtroy the Kingdome, and to poſſeſſe the lands and riches of the Kingdome 
— —— Lal of Nature would not allow of ſtanding up te 
defend our ſelves, yea to re · aſſume the power given to them, to diſcharge them af 
1 — they had, and ſet up ſome other, 22 to the light of nature to judge. 

ou will ſay, this cannot be, becauſe the higher powers muſt not be reſiſled by ann 

This is not properly to reſiſt the power, but ta diſcharge the power, to ſet the 
power elſewhere. Theleryant doth not reſiſt the power of his Maſter, when he upon 
juſt grounds leaves him, and goes to anocher, if he be ſuch a Maſter, 25 is his:Mafter 
by his one choice, for ſuch and ſuch ends and purpoſes, and had his power li mited 

ement. 
I know. this will be cryed out of as of dangerous conſequence, wherefore God de- 
kver us ( as I hope he will) forever making uſe of ſuch a principle. 

It is hard toconceive it poſſible that a Parliament can ſo degenerate, u to male our 
condition more grievous by unjufl act, chen it would be if the power ina Kingdom 
ſhould returne to the law of nature, from whence ar firſt it roſe. 

Di vert lines togetber after the object ion from want of ſafety in caſe of degenera. 
ting of Parliament, be pends in commenting the —— of our government in the 
three Eſtates, with complaints of ſome diftemper for the preſent. 

In the one I jayn wich him: but for the ocher, I undertake not to ſarisfic all his 
apprehenſions uf diſtractions in the Parliament. The man l betecyclives ar a diſtance 
from Parliament, and ſo looks at it through multitudes of reports which. uſually (and 
eſpecially in theſe times) are exceeding ofalſe nediumt to looke through : Straight 
things will ſeemecrooked, when the object is ſeene water that is too thick a 
medium Reports doe ſo gather ſoile before they como to him, that hen they come, 
they are an: exceeding thick medium toi ſes Parliament proceedings by 

Whereas it is ſaid, that many ſee more then one, and there 1 wore ſuſety in the 
jadgement of many thewones He anſwers, Why an bandred in the Honſe of 
Commons fee more then three burdred ? and twenty in the Lords Houſe ſee more then 
33 — —-— 5 | 

If there were ſo many of a contrary judgement more then the others, whydoe they 


nat come and out- vote them in what things are ami ſſe ? | 


2. This addes much validitie in common yeaſon to what they determine, that they 
are alwaics a cumpetent number, allowable hy Law to be Honfes of Parliament, and 
they debate and derernie things in ſuch an Membly that is open for ſo many, which 
all the Countreys and Cities in the Kingdom have choſon, to come to debate or con- 
traduſt as they think fir. Such determinati ons, alt LI doe not ſay they ſhauld' be 
acc ounted infallible , yet they carry wich tliem mort reaſon , then thoſe who 
are carried by afew in ſome fecery 1212122 i This 3% 145135; 

—_— 2 —— nS 1 ty 
at no Court of Juſtice, no Socierie ith LA Vote, will admit, if it be 
onoe ſer > that in fuch Ambbes — Ms at there may- be 
three — — many makes up he Aſſtrably, 1 fach and 
ſuch purpoſes, "How can this ObjeRion, without wrangling, be admitted? Oh but 
many were of another mind;or g to the Aſſembly were not preſent. 
After this the DoQor proceeds 10 the commending of Monarchy above Ariſfocra- 


he, and the Kingr Negative wore. | 
This is — to eur buſineſſe. What though —_—— the beſt and wh 
voice inthe paſſing alt Bils*rhis is 
7 


„ 4% 


_ giſtrates abuſing their 
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he argument from this place is worn exceeding bare: by this time 456. 
it avere lawful to refit power eherfed,it wonldopen a mN 14 people to r- 
throw * duely adminiſt ved. 2 | 
1. We do not ſay that power abuſed ſhould be reſiſted; but Vi, where there is An 
yo Power, may berebiſted, 
Tree, there is dangęr in the peoples abuſing thein libertics, and danger in Mas 


{i 


| power. | | 

He (ayes. be jnrexdenot ta lay the:leaft blemiſh upon t be Forliamen . | 

Al. Page befor he ſayes, Tho Temper of the Parliament is diflblved.i and A 20. 
upon that (ajes, the diftraRions. in the Common-wealth, ſhow the diſtempers, and | 
the danger of didolution, and what is the cauſe of it. It would fill. much to | 

ther together the blemiſhes that this man caſts, upon the Parliomepts eſpecially in 

is laſt page. But that is not my work, I would gladly have conſciences reſol vod. 

He proceeds to ſhe the difference. betweenthe Low-Countreys and us, which no 
queſtion is ſomething, but not ſa as can make what they have done lawfull , and yet | 
the Docturs tenets right, nor what we have done unlawfull, . | 

foe fart ber enlaiges bunſelf in diſcaurſe «bout the evils that accompany reſiſting: 
of power. | 

Still we ſay power-ſhould not; be teſiſted, and wherejt is reſiſted ſinfully yea where Auſ. 
men i power. are reſiſted, any way. there are like- to follow: (ad cenſdquences of af | 
fliction. But what is all this for the ſatisfaRien-toconſeience about the Lawfulnefle 
or unlawfulnefle of reſiſling men that have power in any caſe ? 

T ben be. comes to the aath-of Supremacy and t be Proteſflation. 

The. Anſwer to this depends-upon what hath been ſaid, we ſwear onely to the Anf. 
Legall power, we-proteſt,no-fi then the maintenance of that. | 

He ſaiet conſciunce will look at that ſo wer be bath a the ordinance of God. | 

14 power he hath, that is, v bus the Laws give him we ſay is an ordinance Anf. 
© . 


But his abuſe of power is aiudgement of God.,. that we muſt cry to God againſt, 
and a true informed — — —— coſe will rather ſuſſer then reſiſts. 12 
He ſtill rakes abuſe of his power to. be: the doing whatſaever he pleaſe : we denie 
that to be abuſe of his power. We (ay iu that he dath, not 2exerciſe his auchorative 
wer at all, therefore he doth not abuſe jt. If indeed ome uniuſt Law ſhould give 
im any power to do wrong, the exxcution of this would: be the abuſe of his power, 
and therein it is granted a true informed conſciefice would rather ſuffer then reſiſt, 
But in the othercaſe, when he doth what Law inables not to do, all the _— 
* oe Hoe: cannot ſo inform our coniciences, as to belceye the Stare mult rather 
u t re Bt. | bin ret 
Ned Doc 244 —— thinks be finds it comes to thus 
much, that he hath found Scriptute and teaſon plainly againſtreſiſting, 
He cries victoria to himſelf, he tels himſti i the iſſue of his own thoughts 
* to; but he reckons without his Hoſt, bis comqueſtis too haſtie, we are not of 
I willonely obſerve one thing more is the condufion/ofthisSeffion, 
If any ſhall be carried away with t be name of ePalianent, as Papiſts are with the 
name of the Church, @c. | 
Tf the Church could doas much in matters of Religion, as the Parliament. can do 
in tnatters of, the State, the Papiſty. were "= ſo mych.to be. blamed for being nne 
, 3 1 0 
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A briefe Anſwer” * * 
ſo much ich the name of the Church , as we are not forbeing taken ſo much with 
the name of the Parliament, - | SIT BL 

For 1. The Church cannot make new Articles of Faith, or nullifie the old; but 
the Parliament can make new Maximes to be accounted Law, that were not before, 
and undoe what were before. pang 

2, The Church hath not a judiciall power of interpreting the Law of God, but 
the Parliament hath a judiciall power of interprerivg Law of che Stare, fo as thar 
is to be accounted Law which they interpret to be ſo. I do not (ay that we ce bound 
to beleeve, that whatſoever interpretation they make was the ſcope and intention of 
that Law when it was firſt made : But this I ſay,that their interpretation muſt be ac. 
counted as much binding to us for obedience, as the ſappe and intention of that Par- 
liament that fuſt made that Law, 

Thus I have done with his Scriptures, and the rationall part of his Book; and I 
hope others will haye done with it too. 1 

If mens conſciences be ſatisfied in the law fulneſſe of the thing it ſelf, Subjects ta- 
Ling up Arms againſt the will of the King: His other part, every one who underſtands 
how things are with us, that is willing to be ſatisfied, will be ſoon able to (atisfic 
himſelf. The ſubſtance of all that follows is, ſuppoſe that Subjects may take up 
Arms ? yet whether there be ſufficient cauſe for us to doe it. 

Foward the concluſion of the Book the Dr. begins to be hot, and ſomew but bitter, 
but I ſhall not here follow him in particulars, but in the generall thus: 

What the condition of our Kingdom is, whether in danger or not? What the con- 
dition of our Houſes of Parliament, whether they be ſafe or not? whether their pri- 
viledges be broke or not? Judge you whether Doctor Ferne or all the Retnonſtrances 
and Declarations we have had from both Houſes be able beſt to certiſie us: we have 
received information enough, and ſeen and felt enough tomake us beleeve that our 

Kingdom is in great danger i but it may be the NoQor ſits in his ſtudy like another 
——— his line$, and the Swords muſt be about his eares before he will 
ſee or beleeve any danger towards us. 

Ihe Doctor puts the caſe: thus, whether the conſcience can be ſo perfwaded , that 
the King is (ach and ſo minded, as that there may be ſufficient cauſe to take up Arms 
againſt him; in this: hes as miſerably miftaken', as in all tris other grounds from 
Scripture, and his reaſons;ifhe thinks this be the controvetſie. | : 

For —————— — Poſt 1 N 

2. Whatſoever the Kings mind be, there is ſufficient cauſe to take up Arms to de- 
fend our ſelves againſt others tharſeek our ruins. We know of the plots of bringing 
the Armies in the North upon Parliament and Citie: We know of the great prepara- 
tions of Arms in forreiga ꝓurts ti ſend over hither, and time bath diſcovered their 
further attempts, although it hath indeed withall diſcovered they cquld Hot being 
their attempts to their duſied ue. We know of many Definquents that ate td from 
the Juſtice of the Parlianienr'; which cannot be attached withiont force ; and if they 
may ſoſcape as they do to hat purpoſe doth'a Parliament fit? it will foon be made 
ridiculous in the eyes of the world. We know hat is done in the execution of the 
Commiſſion of Array, and that by force of Arms, and all theſe things by choſe ho 
are under the author ĩtit of te Adoſts of Pitlrament: whereforc if they pre- 
vent theſe evils immũ neutguos rect iſte theſo diſordess dx tant; but by ated to 
their authoritie, although there be no ſuch horrible things as the Doctor ſpeiks of, 
namely, the Kings intention to —— —— Lays and Li berties, it the 


King uo but denie to aſſiſt in the dehyering us from ihoſt danger, not upon grounds 


1 


to D/. Ferne Bobkee >.» 
ke jealonhies feared, but upon certain proofs we know; we are in, and in the deliver. 
ingup of ſuch delinquents as juſtice muſt net, our ſafety cahnorſufferto elcape, there 
is cauſe enough to ſatisfic our conſtientes in the lawfulneſſe of ou taking up Arms. 
Yea, our proteſtat ion and duty, though we had never ſo proteſted binds us to main - 
.tain by all our ſtrength the Parliament in this; and in maintaining them, we do not 
at all prejudice che King in lawfull power of his. 

This generall zs enough to ſatisfir in hat is ſaid in the two laſt Sections : As for 
particulars mentioned there, many of them are anſwered alreadie in the former dif. 
courſe z others being matters of fact, it is more eaſie for any one to ani wer that hach 
a mind to examine w hat paſſages have falne out. To go through them particularly I 
ſhall leave to ſome ho haye more time to ſpare then I, they are far more eaſie to an- 
yer then what was before, bur not ſo profitable, and yet the anſwer would exaſperate 
mores they are Subjects more ſuteable for Lawyers and Statiſts to treat about then 

r Mnes. 

Wherefore whereas in the concluſion of all, the Doctor defires tho/e who will run 
the Ha; ard of this refiſt ence; firſt to ſet their con ſciencet beſore the tribunall of God, 
and confider whether they will excuſe them there when they have ſhed blood, to ſay, 
we ſuppoſedour Prince would change Religion, overthrow liberties. | 

No Doctor, We cancomfortably, and will freely and really ſet our conſcience be- 
fore Gods tribunall in this caſe, but we will not make, that our plea, but we will 

Rand thus before the Lord, 
Lord thou whoartthe: ſearcher of our hearts, and our Iudge, thon knoweſt we aim- 


ed at no hurt to out King, we deſited to live in peace, we — — to our ſolemne 


'vow and Proteſtation, have only endeayoured to deliver our Kingdom & Parliament 
from the rage of ungodly, and violent bloody men, to bring forth the wicked unto jim 
frm mas — thy Maieſtics What the law of nature, and the Law of the Land 
hath made oui own, -If. thou wile pleaſe to call us to ſuffer for thy Name, we ho 
we ſhall be readie but becauſe tllou telleſt us that it is noi the part of a Chriſti 
but of ap Inſidell, not to pgovide for bis family, therefore we haye not ſubmitted our 
ſelves, wiyes and children to the rage of theſe bloody men: for the ſubſtance of what 


we have done, it hath been in thy Name, that we may be faithfull to the King, 


_Kingdom, Parliament, and to poſtetitie. What failings thou haſt ſcen in the manã- 


Einf of it, Lord pad on to us i Chriſt his ſake.· 


us we ate willing to meet the Doctor at Guds Tri bunall , but he ſhall not lay 
our ple for us, we fear he will have enough to do to anſwer for himſelf, yea to an- 
ſwer tor ahat Book he hath ꝓut forth inſuch a time as this, 
| For 4, (oncluſion of all. 
L none think that though we thus iuſtifie taking up Arms. chat therfore we are of 
thoſe that 7 ar ; God forbid, Our ſouls deſire af ter peace, we pray for 
peace, we wouldgladly lay down our lives (if we know our own hearts) for peace. 
Lately my name was injuriouſly added to aptineed paper, wherein there was a 
Petition againſt-Accommodations: It ſayes I wetitalong with it, whereas I knew 
nothing ar all of ir, untill neere a week after it was delivered to the Houſe, Thus 
are we at the mercy of every malignant ſpitit, if he can ger a Printer to aſliſt him, to 
be rendred to the world as odious as he pleaſeth. As great an injury 1 ſuftered be- 
Fore, though in another nature, when a fe pieces of 2 Sermon I preached to young 


men were gathered together, and patched up with a deale of non-ſenſe, and additi- 


ons of their owne as they pleaſed, and then put out as mine. Although we live a» 
mongſt men ſet on ſite, yer God forbid hut ut: ſhould fellow peace: but it 2 | 
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And che erntiritghad therpeoplt knownetheir libertiea-heforegicis very prubable 
he” chile worsts — mptevented. Thinib am comſident hach -been the your 
& —— —— — If ove gee in the meme 
$A. King, none wii dare mſi pain at What ihe eh ap our * — 


+ +they ſeen the weakene fic of this — 27 (ure ar 3 
F . in hand, that bloud that hh been ſhd prtvented ; Ara 

itthe people of tte Land Done me — r 
ther, there weubi ſoone be an den, bd apr — uayr pong: ac this 
is, co prolong them the prop t into a 
— — ſo plauſ ble a May to i Oonſcienoe — in truth the 
gives vo bottome for Conſcience to reſt on, but rather puts it · co. a fart, or rather 
into a h. 
6 2 that in theſe timas peoples Conſcienees houl+ be further ſa- 


tiꝛſied in their liberties in thit caſe then formerly, becauſe the time is I. we — 
hand for he pellin down of Antithrift, and 8 — 
— 28. 2. 74 Ange. 
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and Chancellors re ow wo by wy 
40 many Ptoctors get to ſeck for peace upon any tetms 
ete ou ſee — and yet the Kings — ' Who 
her down but the ? Northarthe! can raiſe 2 Wer k 

ee God will for thacthe dall by cheir 


upom ſ 8 mal make aernſel yes lygble to che 
of the Law, ſo that 


— er to veſeue illem from i in- 
feripur Magiſtrates, 2 the peopl N Ne ina Cj 8 tall — — 
eben hen the Rall — — — ſhall dament them Hener . 


vel. 1 9. 6. the H ah that is upon rhe 2 — 


is begun by the I beard the voie of many: arent, ſaying, © 
New che Scripture frequenely Sm Ferth rhepeople! by waters, as Rover. wy be 
waters which thou ſaweſt, 'werepeopler, We reade unt. fu bere of 
Chriſtis ſer forth it begins at the headibut Cant. 9 x where the glory of the > 
F on — —— ow beantiful are rby fret? gurt ly the ti throw: 
cage ot theie ! 


0 will much forw 
ies God ha todecin tht 2 Pie» No 


age. 
This mars me willi ſh whavkclpT can inthis2 ah ride 
Ault well q tun de x e 1 2 
„ proſper, itiish⁰ονb, III bare — 


| 4:have eve rhe (hien Denn 

ö — of to prey for prate (Teng "may-hev 6 asgood Po n 
"the Pris af ed the pre ſent wars of theKing dom baue fron the Lord of ö 
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